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May 4, 1993

Secretary Searcy
FCC Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Secretaty Searcy:

Enclosed is EM! Communications Corporation ex-parte presentation given
by Mr. William R. Lye to Dr. Thomas Stanley at the Office of Engineering and
Technology 07nril2S, 1993.

This pre entation discussed EMI's comments and reply comments on FCC
Docke.!J2-2.

Sincerely,

William R. Lye
Director of FCC
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• Alternate spectrum in the 2 GHz range may become available
- Displaced 2 GHz users could retune current equipment to utilize the 2 GHz

government band at minimal cost

• Co-primary license status
- Incumbent 2 GHz users should share primary status with an emerging technology

provider for 10-15 years
- Financial negotiations for early migration are essential

• The protection ofgrowth frequencies cannot be sacrificed
- Growth frequency protection for microwave based IXC's is critical
- The Prior Coordination Notice process minimizes spectrum warehousing

• Narrow band signals in a wide band environment
- Guard bands are ideally suited for narrow band signals
- To promote spectral efficiency, narrow band signals should always reside at the band

edges ofthe current wide band allocations
- Overlapping narrow and wide band channels is inefficient and inherently wasteful
- PCS base station signals should be operated in the 2 GHz range not 6 GHz

• The 6 GHz private band should be subject to the Prior Coordination Notice process
- All Parts 21 and 94 assigned bands are becoming shared and should be subject

to the same frequency coordination and licensing processes as well as technical
standards

• Requiring an IXC to provide a special showing for channels in excess of 15 MHz of
bandwidth makes no sense

• Existing equipment which meets current technical standards must be grandfathered in
the affected bands

• Microwave based IXC's already utilize more than 3 channels on a trunk, to limit wide
band assignments to 3 channels would grant a competitive advantage to certain
segments ofthe industry and would not be in the public interest



Example A

Common Carrier 6 GHZ Band
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